jL 'Jl ("V* ^ M*** 

Particularly because Posner's book is so arrogantly nistitlcd from time to time 

wlille reading it I v;as rather taken byOs^Svert dishonesty. At some points it is rattier 

brazen. Thinking about it and tbe possible risk of exposure and embarrassment I came 

v unq uestioning f 

to believe tjhat he and Ids published^ depended on the record of the -major media, of/support 
of the ofrifisal mythology whatever the offense of the government or its apologists, 
and on P 0 r.ner '3 ability to refuse'ittfonfrontation with any who really knew what the 
evidence is. lie knew that because travel poses liazards I do not travel and am never 


out of Frederick except when driven to the Johns Hopkins hospital in Baltimore for 
medical appointments, lie thus knew I would not be in any TV studio to face him and 
because I would not I also Gould not challenge him. 

One of these point in Ponner's book that took my attention immediately is where 
he writes his version of Oswald's literature distribution in New Orleans. (Page 127) 
Throughout Posner's argument is tliat Oswald was always all alone in what he did. He 
also pretends tliat all identifications of Oswald were always positive, firm identifi- 

9 

cations. The indications in the offiical records fGrst available, in the Commission's 
published twenty-six volumes Posner boasts “aboOT^IndSd^n^ himself, an obviously false 


and impossible* claim, and in the Commission 


's rccorc^^vailable at the Arhibfes, are that 


e%h 


Oswald was not tliat much of a loner. For this reason and because n:he many fieads to a 
possible associate tliat were ignored in the official investigations, one of the larger 
i'iljss I established for late^ii^uiry was on Osw .Id' 3 literature distribution. When I ra 


l /U'VV&W x JfUd ' 

I j rtiv,, ' was racking in New Orleans I f oliowed up on the one that in^ writing about /Podner 

at the very least cut sojje factual and ethical comers * i- n- w- r fctteg* 

- ‘x j 

“On Utednesday, Hay 29 (l96;>), he went to the J ones Printing Company, opposite the 
4w bee 

side entr nee of the Iteily company (where Oswald worked briefly). /Using the name/ Os- 
borne , he nrdmS^Fsaid he needed a thousand handbills. He handed the receptionist an 
G-by-10 inch sheet of paper on which lie had written: " and then follow*# the copy for 


Ju<) 


fa 


tliat handbill, Posner lias no source reference on the words quoted but he does at 


the end of liis 



of wliat tliat handbill was to say and did say. When I checked 






I found* what I expected, llis citation is to mi an FBI report of an interview with Mrs. 
ilyra Silver. (XXIIir796-B) Whatever his reason Posner refers to her as the "receptionist." 

0 <*f 

That is a rather inline Lca-tc4 Bouclas Jones' small operation. The FBI report 

Posner cites refers to her as the company's "secretary." She was that and in general, she 
wa3 tones' assistant. 

But wliat Posner does not say in saying the exact opposite is that Mrs. Silver did 

not identify Oswald as the man i*ho brought that job in and later Jacked it up* What 

this report actually says (tor Page r ^BJ797) is, "IKS. SILVER was shown a photograph 

of IEE HARVEY OSWALD, at which time she stated she could not recognize the person r<^o- 

resented in the picture a 3 the person who placed the order for the handbills." 

Tliis is not at all wliat Posner writes. is unequivocal in paving that "OsbroneJf, 

nut 0 upS vunl/ hurt/ J>'Uid 

^ . — * ^ •• 1 til 


tfe ijstv-u v« ri\u \iAAcv* fr\ 
who had 1 the ~worl: done ? was O^aldr^fes 


osner once again simply was brazenly untruthful. 

And] real examination of those FBI records that were in the Commission's volumes 
^ v •ytfvrvaiUii'M^ 

and ^ it files at the Archives discloses fairly earfy-4-^v exam nattw that the FBI had its 

owir party line, that its agents knew wliat tliat line was and tliat to the degree possible 


they hewed to it. I-iany of the g, tract "records first available reflect this in under- 
statements, evasive statements or circumlocutions. New Orleans FBI Agent John H. lie 
Cartliy's words are a bi -^artificial and they are angel ed to”^c say what clearly is not 
wliat lire. Silver told him. Ills question arid her answer are in terms of her identifying 
Oswald or not identifying him. McCarthy' s words leave this open in saying she "could" 
not identify Oswald. ^ iJ L 

At the Archives I followed this up and sure enough, there were additional FBI 


interviews the Commission did not publish. 

P 0 sner is lavish in his praise for the Archives "In obtainigtdocynents" from it 

(page 501) 

tlirougn its "excellentstaff ," of which ho then single y^wy lutjin particular. If Posner, 

demon investigator and 'Hall Street ^feyer" tliat he is, had had the slighest interest in 
more about ' u /v v^ vru2? 

learning/ the obvious, that Oswald liafl at least^one/as^ociatc in liis literature operation 
in llew Orleans, lie would have asked the Archives for copier’ of any other records relating 
to tlii.; printing, any filed under Jones, Douglas , Printing. Lc 


:is*av*'?s • •irwyvj'. • -v— 
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From the language of the published FBI report this i3 an obvious need in any 
honest investigation. B'/t Posner's was never honest began with his revision of the 
line of the official apologists, modified by the House assassins committee^ report, 
that although it did everything wrong the Commission nonethless came up with the right 
answer. Po ner could nc» get may witlysaying this if he permittee himself minimal honesty. 

He as up to that challenge. 

If Posner had asked for any^other Eta records he would have gotten whathe did not 
want, Jones confirming Silver that it was not Oswald* I did get that aditionedlnf ormation} 
It whs never withheld. 

On my second trip to Hew °rleans, the first after I testified to the grand jury, 


in checjang out the FBI's reason foi^its odd language in cooai ftg 

HwW j frAA)- 

unequivocal response it got from kfti" Silver! ■ trl ^ r npa - ^ n ' - t 


my first interest was in 

/A/Uy 

• tZT intend t e evader the unequivocal response it got from i-fcsl Silver! ffihatJail^i-©ut-to 

be^truc. VJhen I was there she as not but Jones was absolutely firm first in stating that . 
with! lit any question at all it was not Oswald and then in selecting a mixpi k 1 m i nxpajE fc L — 
gnrBm-gy several' pictures of one man as most closely resembling the man who did pick those 
handbills up. It is the picture of a former Marines mate of Oswaldl 

In tliis regard, because Posner saw or pretends he saw no significance in the use of 
the name "Osborne," Osborne was a ^ A arine mate of both Oswald and the man Jone3 was clear 
in identifying. Hot beirx^a Posner, I did not ask Jone^/to make an unq-unr unequivocal id- 
entification because £our years had passed* I asked him onlt/ to see if he could select 

b < |sJ 

a picture of the man who most closely resembled the nan who had picked that small 
jointing jot up. He se^cted four diffei? nt pictures of that one man, even one in which 
he had a lush bearcf^fei fie was beardless in the other three. 

Hero I believe that "bom^4:cplanations are in order. First, when Garrison 's^taff 
knew I was going to see J ones, t&^chief investigator, Louis Ivon, asked if I would take 
"Bill BoEley" with me. He said that if I would he would provide a car and morae driver. 
When Ivon asked and I told him Iddid not intend to tape the interview, hd asked me to 
tme it. fp loned‘m^^r"6ape recorder and I returned with V Jones' f ps»itioh statement that 

tlie real Oswald did not pick that job up. Thdre were in the file of pictures I showed 




~ ■ s. * 






Police ^hot o /rvTi t 


^^/geveil of Oswald. One was the oft-printed 0 f wa^_L l*e New Orleans police ^hotogra ph 

taken when he was arrsted there in August, 1963* 1 1 picked that one out in particular, 

1 ' 

asked J oneo about it, he smiled, obviously recognizing Oswald, and nodding his head 
negatkvely, said, "Not him.” 

•t lA 

"Bill Bosley wa 3 and never hid the fact that he was William Woods, fie also did not 

hide the fact that he had worked for the CIA and had been fired for chronic alcoholism. 

_ r / 

Garrison had hired him paying him from private funds, tfrver the vigorous Afeistpnrp Jfco 


paying him iro: 


his re ga trir staff, particuiarly^Es lawyer assistants/T kr oo in ■ partooulc a : . I spent 

much time there and there i 3 no question in my mind that rather than serving the CIA 

iijsacret, Garrison's later concoction when he fired Boxley, Boxle# was overly- dedicated 

to u arrison. He and Garrison could also convore about what was strange to the professional 
fA/vuMy> ^ 

police investigators he^md, all city policemen detailed to his office. Boxley ghd the 

education they lacked. 

When we returned I told Ivon that Jones had been firm in stating that Oswald did 
not pick that job 2 H~up and equally firm in liis identification of the man he said did. 

I gave Ivon that name. He was surprised. But Boxley insisted tha?°2e?/ of this had trans- 
pired. Tliat really stunned me and thenceforth 1 placed no trust in Boxley or^anything 
he said. Ity response was to go to the yse. office in which Ivon had let me use a desk and 
retmjr with the tape. I had intended tp transcribe only two portions of it, the negative 
identification of Oswald and the positive identification of the other man. I played the 
tape for Ivon, he leaked at Boxley quisicatflly, and he asked me to lend him the tape, 

When I asked for it the next day it could not be found. I have* reason to 
believe tlwlvon deej^-sixed it. 

- "V 

•Hot long thereafter Jones' place of business and others in the area were taken 
over for demoli!j/lon so that a large federal enclave could be constfucted in that area. 
Jobes became a salesman for another printing company. 

On a later trip I asked Andrew Sciambra, knwon as "Moo," th youngest staff lawyer 

and the one who spent most time with Garrison, if he would like to go with me whyn 

R 

1 0,1 ntatpnrn t g f vm Jones and W&. Silver. U e not only said he would, 


1 5 hr**- he ^ranged for it and drove us both there. K^, Silver had arranged for 

Jones to be at lior homo at th. time <*o for which 3I10 invited us. ht±xx±±3i a tn ton- h o m e. 

li^Tn time I U3ed my own tape rocordec and I kept the tape. % sole interest was in having 

eaihli look at the samo pictures I liad slbovm Jones, about a hundred or so miscellanepus . 

pictures from all over the cpuntry, aliaost all of ye I did not know. They sew the pictres 

>6 iaid^afpendent^hat is, neiher could see the pictures the other identified. Whe/both 

ys * 

had examined them and I showed b£th together the petit ures they load selected independently, 
they agreed that those were the pictures they had selected and ipneo confirmed that they 
were the pictures he lias selected at his printing plant. Both were relaxe^, at ease and 
open and friendly, as ^ones had been when had interviewed him alone, fk then, knowing 
l\as from ^ distant area, gave me his basines^ard in the evnt I mated tp get in touch 
with liim again. 

was one of the victims of hurricane Camille when it struck Long Beach, Llissi- 


issipid hen he wqo there, (New Orleans States-Itom Augist 21, 1969) li e then, 4 side from 
woEldLng for another piinting company, was also secretary of M;lie ^printing-industry orga- 
ni 7;nti kl v ;• .StntP. 

Now for the beginning of the idiocy of those who invent conspiracy theories and 
then regard and write about them as "solutions, n ^ phobias not as apparent in those early 
years as it was to become. 

l/lien Jo ne lias selected those different pictures of the man he did not know a3 the 


one who had picked the handbills up '.af te r irr kneu t ^ef* who 

tiiat c^s?r.iar]^. immediate question was could he have been misidentified, did 

he look enough like Osw;-.lf for a mistaken identification. For one thing, they pnrtedX 

t 

their hairdn different" sides. Then, if ^Tacjilake ,'and i^~used, it could have been unfair 

i 

to that man,nenaBX2x in particular bccau. e Garrison already hai him charged with perjury , 

a case he never persued. Sa, Iwds afraid to ask any on G arrisonvs staff to see if the 

* 

picture of that man could be altered, as by changing the part in the hair and with 
makeup ■Mian+n-r ~r his face. tyi I decided t<? ask a comncrial atist who was 

intercoted in the h soassination to sso if ho could inalce ihjet pictu l’O of hitfr"Took 


like Oswald* 
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I did not see any real resoiublamce between Oswald and tliat man. I believed tliat 
the art work I v/anted done would exculpate tliat man. Dccause ray handwriting is so 
illegible I asked Ivon if I could borrower use a typewriter, llqc^P sas free so he 
told me to dictate the letter to a pool stenographer, I did tliat, gave her the 
name and address of ^red ^ewcorab, then in Sherman Oaks, ^alifprnia, and whej/ I retunred 
later to ask her is she had typed it so I could mail^it, she told me she had done that 

for me, % . 

I 

It was not Ions before there was an excited tirade oipScc usations from the west aast 

coast. David Licit on, a friend of Kerry Wendell ^nornloy, the former Marine Jones and 

later he and Silver liad seized of all those pictures as mo^P closely resembling the 
# those ' 

man who picked th$k handbills up, accused me of conspiring to Garriosn to frame ^homley, 
Lifton is a man who believes that lilies exist only for his gilding. He lias made 
up 'ifv most irrational and the m£st impossible theories^ t liat - in his ^ra^-1 became instant 

lh/1 T 

fact^once* he them np was what I called the Jean Valjean theory of 

- - - t 

the^ assassination, When he phoned me the early summer of 19 6£, after rading my first 

7 


book, he told me to forget about all else, that the ossasimej had fired from^fepier mache 

trees planted in secret in tfealejr Plaza and liad escajjed through tunnels connected with 

\M 

the sewer system * both tho - e imagined trees and tlie also imagined tunnels ^somehow dug £ 

in secret 'jpt uy Drown & Hoot, Bro\m cb Root is a large contracting firm that fronThii^ 

political efforts supported Lyndon ^hnson. Prom the time of that call I hav£> shunned 

contact with ■ b ifton. Later Lifton made up the most despicable of all invidious theories. 

Atm 

tliat between the time the Dallas doctors pronounced the ^resident dead and the time it- 

reached the feethedda Naval hospi i;al (file corpse had been kidnapped and altered. He put 

* « 

tliat outrageous impossibility together in a book mistitled Pest Evidence (Macmillan Pub- 
lishing Co., I c., New York, I960.) Lifton* s book is best described by its^ubtitle, 
‘‘Disguise and Qoception in the Assassination of John P. Kennedy.) 11 This outrageous fabri- 


ation became a best seller ih ^jirdback -*-anu in reprints. Its despicable requirement 
is that the widow and all the Kennedy party uore involved iijThis imagined conspiracy be- 
cur.e there was never a moment in which most or all were not with the casket in Air Force 1 
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until it was ox'floaded and t ten to the hospital for the>'o terribltf defective autopsy 

LlfWV ® 

tliat will forever r-.ioo questions about that assassination. Vhe/Ythitf book ap^fared I 
read it viith care, It was immediately apparent that if Lifton was not aware of the 

fact from tho evidence of which he had to know tliat at each and every essential step 

fa Q lZ” 

in liis imagined conspiracy Jit wno j)rov e n to be impossible he had to be irrational. 

Tliat was a possibility I did not discard, remembering his insistence that assassins, 

r 'jJ] * P/ 

in the plural, were somehow suppo<^.'t/and also hidden by those potior mache tress not one 
of which eiiists in any of tlio contemporaneous photographs of tliat Plaza, papier mache 
trees tliat somehow had thd strenght to hold men invisibly, those fake trees that had been 
both and removed in^e^very busy part of downtown Dallas entirely unseen, suS^ 

in which those assassins would be secure, not even the urgent calls of nature dis- 
turjfeliig them until they, too, also unseen, even thought from the monent of the shooting 
the plaza was always crowded with mourners many of whom broughtna and laid out bouquets 
of flowers, and then in 30 iuo magical way Lifton did not explain, the# found their way 

- • - hw/wi / *** 

into, the sewer s:ntcmi/secret tunnels tliat no longer e.dat/TmMftg^been iilleci i in) s tliey 
Aside from the tape I air.de of that Lifton phone call /his absolute insanity in which 

(mJ mC A/ Unu, ' J, > 1 

at fast report he sSITIiad "faith! he repeated to Robert Richter/l then of CDS Neews, 

It ( H 1 * ] f Uvut it) J 

v/ho put it in a memo I havfe, and in wrifen,; - to Sylvia Weagher/ His letters to her are 

-W 

included in tlie exe iy^ortant arcliive of all her work at Ilood College , here in Frederick# 
Lifton had an ear lier!a5~ record with Thornley# They got to know each oher when 
after disliarged Tliomley lived for a while in the Los Angeles area. Lifton then got 
^homlejr to execute an affidavit in which Thornley swore, under the penalties of per- 
jury, Karine mate wlien ha was witli u swald, John Rene indell, from New Orleans, 

was laiovm as "11^ dell tha name Oswald sometimes used# That was not tijre and it was the 
cause of some embarrassment for Iieindell# 

Sq^ vAion my innocent request for Lewcomb could use liis art to exculpate Tliomley 
was known t.jp Lifton, his fertile, iminliibitcd an-1 ^rarely rational imagination saw in 
this a p st conspiracy focused on liis f irend homlcy# Even though Hewcomobs work f^y&led 








•JU/U 


That the unthinking typist had typed tint short letter on an office letterhead, 
what she spent her working cL y doing, was instant proof to Lifton that I was conspiring 
with Garrison. Tliat UOnld have been lilce advertising it in the New York Times , using a 

t JJ>S 

letterhead if t’ler .? liad been anytliing deviot^afoot, a3 obviously there was not. 

f 


— ,r- -- 








.v . „ 

^ftSTTliornlcy was an Oswald loolc-alilce, Wlint pcpved that Tliornley was not passin^iimself 
off as Oswald was the e:: ct opposite to tho incredible Lif ton mind and mouth# 

That 0 arrison also h id no int6r/u was meaningless to Lifton from the murk of whose 
mind impossible realities oose irir bh eaek- impossibility h o -inu i gi.es ,- impossibilities that 
become real to liim on each cosing. f 

Separate from all this Lifton irrationality there is the fact lithat both Jones and 

’■» — - ^ - ~ 

Silver, tho only persons who oeild could know^other tlian tliis mystcriousyrian-yho it-was 
who picked tjjjone liandbills up, Iiave been f ton in denying that it wa3 or could liave been 

/T tiAcx^ \ ! u Urfkf . — 

Oswald , Separate f r o;t wl - ii ok is thoir coininon belief that liliornley resembled that raan,'Yfloir 
(Oswald# U0atev$r they told the FBI, anil there is no reason at all to believe that they 
told the FBI in 19 65 other than what they told me in 1967 and 1968, I had the FBI 

V mjw F&/ 

reports that the Commission had noitEeil^arried on any further investigation in an 

o * C 

effort to £ learn who it was tliat was associated with the Oswald Psner now insists 
was entirely alone. 


'Having no need to ^ never tro/^;cribed the tape of that joint int orview. But 

I memos covering both in^y^L’iles. 

Tlien, tho very afternoon of Power's appearance on TV in Washington, entirely un- 

rjfated to this, ^eorge Lardnev, the Washington Post 1 s experienced national desk reporter, 

an excellent r porter who oxm a 1992 ^ulitzer and the reporter who without any question 

knows more about the assassination and its investigations tlian any other reporter in the 

:orld.J> honed to ask me If I had a copy of an FBI cable from itd Mexico City "logat" 

dated Hovey^er 19, 1963.^11 those countries wliere the FBI is represented for liaison 

purposes^ jf some times *^^9ee^(d into operations^ its nfodEEiJCitiaa office's head a^e- known 

ad the "Legal Attache." Slid copy L ardner liad was, he believed, too heavily excised by 

'fh AMj ttifa U{i\t % 

tlie FBI, I had no - ccollcction &*£ a of a cable of that date* but I liad a clear recollecion 

J 


of 




possibly related cables ££ of the day of the tssassination and into 


ulie early hours on the next morning. Lardner a ked me if I could search for and let him 
liave co ies of any^iblqf of that time. I told him tliat I would as soon as sojaeone was 
here who could do the searching for me. 
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(Congressional Record, liay 50, 1974, Page 5 9356) 
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This, alas, also requires an explanation, of an unusual situation, jlty 

In 1975 i suffered the first of a sci'ios of venous thromboses, blockade's*^ 
veins. Followed the implantation of f *n artificial artery in my left tliigli in 198u^two 
-mergence operations, r JdTc SQCond"^ f~Tduo h ^/6as not dxpected to survive, added to tho 
limitations on my mobility. As a result of these and other surgeries I have increasing 
difficulty in using stairs, I a; 1 , not to stand 3till o^hor than momentarily and when sitting 

p 

I an to liavo my legs elevated. Mtolp h art, surgery in 1939 was successful, even though 

/A 4 /W 1 

my cardiologist did not expect me to my weakness has increased, a£ lias my ability 


to use stairs, ao a result I liavo only infrequent and then limited access to records 
’1 I h/V) M' 1 Cti xJljtet' 

(Ure in our basement. j£ir"the approximately tliird of a inillion once-withheld records I 

obtain by a scries of lawsuits, unde the Freedom of Infoi-mation Act (FOIA).Some of those 

FOX A lawsuits were precedeg/nkal and one was cited in tho legislative lii story of the Act's 
. of the invest igat ory fi les e xemption to open) 

1974 amending as inquiring tho amending ol7Fi3I, UIA and similar records tj> FOIA access.'^ 

Helen Wilson, a student at u ood College who graduated in I-Iay of 1993* had helped me in 
her spai*e time. I vould then l^otrieve and make copies for reporters and others who re- 
united them be ause Helen located and brouglit those records up and then returned them 

y 

to th files. When as L infrequently do, I -^eve to the basement for records I need, it 

tires me excessively, I need to use both hands in climbing tho stairs and to casry any 

J rliy 

records up I use a plastic grocery beg that still permits me to use that hanctofen rtUfc 

imnrirni ir^ ioiv- rv^i -ra „ Lifting more tJjfan fifteen pounds has been prohibited since 

the 1989 heart surgery, 

’mue, 


-.me aning / ^ 

I believe tliat 'lie isA&acL of FOIA is that the peopl e have a r^iht to know wliat their 

government does and tlierefoc all records not within the exemptions should be available 

• ^ 

to the people, I therefore believe that any requester is surrogate for the wpi# people 
and that in a literal jense lias no property righ|T to the records obtained but does have 
the right to the use he or she makes of those record. I therefore have always giveh all 
writing Ti the fij/ed, which in practise mans those who write what J" know I will not 
agre with or iiave reason to believe I will not, access to all I obtained under FOIA. 

If I wanted to supervise thoir uses of the files, and I do not, it would still be im- 


' '*Oi» • t* «. . ■ 




possible for me and all those who Iiavo used my fi^l3 have always done that with no 

supeervision at all. The;.* likewise are no supervised in their use of our copier to 

which all have always li d access. I take those using the files to the basement, where 

I have a table, portable typewriter, paper and other supplies for them, show them the 

location of the various files, show 1 them how if they forget they can learn again, and 

after answering a iy Questions leave them for- them to work las they see fit 

Prom time to time the uses of these files are extensive .and for periods of time 

u*4. 

nobody-' is here to use them. The last inten. .ive^useq as of this writing y;ere ^/rior to 


the twenty-fifth assassination annoversary in 1 9G8_ amt-anna When reporters, researchers 
and TV from cost to coast were hero. Among indivicual users^ Harrison Edward Livingstone 
and Anthony Summers anq those working for them made moot use foj^ lowing that anniversarry. 
Summers tod two college professors who helped him* ,and Livingstone used a Baltimore city 


policeman, Hichard Waybright , to do a33aDs±~-the=»a the searching and copying for yn him. 

Lardners interest in a cable from the Mexico City Legat to FBI Headquarters of tto 
three days before the assassination and related to it, with major excisions in it, re? 
minded me of exchp£tgos of caMeybetwocn headquarters and the Dallas field office beginning 
late at niglit the day - o £ the assassination", actual jg T dated after mignight.I told him 


on' wirhhela from th Q* 


b< ut tlicra t cj£ee if he wanted copies oi’ them and about what tod been 

cable traffic in my F0IA lawsuit for all Dallas JFK assassination records. ft 4.1 1-0^) 

Oswald was known to tove been taped in Mexico City. In Posner's account (pages 187-8) 
with " 

not atypical source noting, perhaps giving the Washington Post as his source, perhaps 
Lony Surnm rs, "the Agency may tove recorded as many was eight c oversat ions •• .either on 
the elephone to the Soviet Embassy or during his visits there." 

£u‘U, fat* * &>! 

The night of the assassination, the Legat sent an ageri^wh non nam e 1— oould n e t - 
g ec all to Dallas with at least one tape and at least one picture believed to be of Oswald. 

Dallas FBI Agent Wallace $eitman, one of its "subversive" specialists, was s'ent t 'Placet 

4 

that plane / a t - kq vo Fi old.1 remember that heitman liad annotated bia short memo witty) the 
plane ' n time of arrival and with its Wavy identification number. It sac an attache 1 3 plane. 
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ty cabled 

Agents in Dallas familiar with Oswald listened to tlie tape, Dallas sjan± eadquarters 

a paraplirase of as I recall three pages. Hq^dquartrs then ordered Dal la j to transcribe 

Urfeg iy T / 

and rmshwhQ transcription to headquarters. This traTficpr/as withheld from me enturely, 
under the usual?, catch-all an' rarely justified "national security" claim. It was already 
public, with tlic CIA's approval, that wo did all that bugging and wiretapping there and 
even that v/o liad a live soivee include the ^uban consulate, there was no legitimate 
"national security" claim. But in the event there had been, what Oswald said does not 
so qual.liy and the requi-tniient is that what is "reasonably segregiblo" is to be disllosecl. 

Lordncr o id he is interoted nnd 1 promised copies a3 soon as I could liave tliem serclied 

$ 

for, But then Igot to tliiiilcLng that with the i^oliiic shysterism ib/ Posner r s^riting, esp- 
ecially on tills point, I ought risk getting overly tired to fetch, eppy and Vend him those 


records. 


One of the many literary shysterism tliat permeate / {h^writi ng is using unidentified 
sources or citing i^ilione at all, 1 his enables Posner to lie without seeming to lie him- 
sElf should ho be caugh': at it. This is hi3 Tricky Dickery with regard to the tape, lies 
that also cover the CIA'./T And while doing tliat he make a protense of being critical 
of the CIA in his note on tlio ne::t page. He tliere says it "is its own worst ebemy on many 
of those issues" by its withholding# nothing new in tliat, and he then justifies this "as 
an inherent part of the intelligence trade," Tliat is to slap the CIA's ur ist with an 
imaginary 


iry feather. P&lAb Ac <UhI‘ 

faM\ * 

II anwliile, all the time -htfis lustily roaUD covering for the CIA by falsely 


. , ,« 

pretending tliat tte $apOy at least one/ no longr e;sLsts, First he quote k s a former in- 

** w U 

vestigator for the House assassins com it tee as saying, "I haveleen the cable and all, 

and guess what happened, to tho^tape - gone!" Next ^sner quotes "A retired Agency officnal 

familiar with the Oswald file/£poke to the author on the coii^ition he not be identified." 

V/hat he' do:.: not tell the reader is that tliis agency official required the CIA's approval 

before he spoke to Posner, under the employment contract he signed, S 0 it^ was in this 

sense r silly the CIA tliat was talking to Posner, whjfr'quotes him as ay saying, "*e ..Even 

ifi there been a sound recording (which implies alse tliat there had never been and if 




lit 


lie was, "familiar with the Owald file" he knows its history, recounted above, and thus he 
lies), it would have been erased routinely aft er it uas made," ^e then said they have to 
do this or tlioy'^ &oon run out of space, ne also covers himself by saying eping the 
tape wight be more of an acknowledgement that there w^s a special interest in this 
fellow." 

Naturally, after thocesassination there is no "sp cial interest" in anything relat- 
ing to the alleged assassin! r : 

J hi* 

. nd thus Shei Sliyster Heistor tells liis expactable large audience that the tape 

no longer e;asts. His proof is tliird-ccdtis* hearsay official, - 

Tliat tape was in Dallas and from the time it reached the FBI there is certainly a 
K ^yyLfi , MfJK Jt fll'iO • 

record IriFwhere it' ar t - tho lea st was,l Iiy belief is tliat th FBi kept it and hid it in the 

Dallas office. Thee" it liad a metal cabinet in which it kept tapes and pictures no t oho wt 

in. the cefikral filing system*V\ ^ 

There is no reason to believe that the FBI wanted tliat &ape destroyed. That could 

have hurt the FB J much and laid it open to^erious charges. And ifi the CIA liad by 

any chance insisted on its return, the FBI could h..ve dubbed it easily and rapidly. 

But with Oswald accused of being the assassin, it is unthinkable that anyone would consider 

ilsluf. 


destroying such a tape of what he was up to. 


UisMAjSLJi 


So, I searched for the relating to this tape, beginning with Heitman's 

on going to pic-HiEc fcgat agent ^Snd the pT^ture(s) and tape(s) up at h 0 ve Field, 


C fany cop yfin any if 


ht/\ 


°nl y to find there is no long fan y copyfln liny of the files in which o^ff^teight^be, 

/'Vie 

0 These particular records wa*?e duplicates of records lost in the enormity of the 


originals as I received them, I meqte tese copies foV what I call my "subject" file and 


»r 




then return tin originals to’fcfert the bound folder in whijih it j£as, (arTl" got them from 
the FBjdl. 

That is the file of about 3ix drawers of records in which I know Posner worked when 

-V 

he was here .This dpesn not mean tliat he did the stealing but it does mean, jhe lawyers' 
phrase lie liad th (li ecus and the opportunity. And at lea^ r weli ^bmiL i..lo ~ l oiy 

r V, 

body elso was in ti n 1 P * I nr^nni ngM rhr subject files. 




*> 'vyyjuw w 't-w-vr v-v. jvw 


■* * ~y+>-r, 
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The Heitman file no'.i holds #nly an unrelated, one-pace Secret Service letter. 
liven tlio Rudd, j£ Eldon, file folder itself is cpne. 
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Ttet *lso doesAot moan that those records iiad not been stolen earlier .J 
Even the file I had for those * Mexico City intercepts lias every one of the FBI 
records missing from it. All that remains is two pages copied from the report of the 
House assassins committee. 

Tlien I romorabor that I had filed several appeals over the withholding of that cable 

and its content. % practise with those appeals was to attach copies. Do, I looked th^rugh 

f 

the cabinet holding the appeals files and there also those pages are missing. ITot 

even the foldor identifyong the contents remains. 

Tliat led mo to check my Jones Printing Coni^pny file. It now holds only one of the 

several FBI reports referred to above, the one Posner >* nb 3 dsh ed , and none of my notes 

of eitlier interview with J ones ie in the file. 

Uemembering Posner's treatment of Carolyn Arnold, which will interest us later, I 

choked that file. I'd gotten the holograph of the second time the FBI spoke to her. It ^ 
\ 

■ei gone, too. 

'Posner criticises Jummers, not without cause, over his handling of Carolyn 
Arnold. Thi3 holograph at the least raises subtan^tial questions about what Summers 
did. So, he could have de- idea to deep-six it several years ago when he was here. 

* J liile one cannot bo certain bcause the back plates to keep file folders in place 
can move, but I had a large Mexico City file in the subject file. Had. *ast tense. And 
space where it would liave been Was not closed up. ^Nonetheless there is this gap and it 
v/as not there the last time I was in that file cabinet. 

8*e one tiling that is without quewtio// is that these records are missing*. 

But there is no way of Izaovdn ; when they disappeared ot'’ who did take them. 
x4 obody had Posner *s motive & then there are many people with ample motives for- 
mally crimes- tliat they did not cotomit. . 

The only one £ can recall • adtef^the interest in tlixjt Carolyn Acnold holograph other 


tliat P 0 sner is Summers. 




I am r • ‘minded of Posner 1 3 aclaiowledgement to me; n Hc a Allowed mo full run of Ids 
basement. ...His attitude toward sharing information i 3 ref resiling.... 11 (Page J04) 
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roc wi ■>£ thievery qjs % . . 

Of) 

extended and who thus repaid thoi^ra ulness (and access witlrTjhiit 


Should 1 noW wonder with whether I can continue Jo give others this f^e and 
luisupervioed access when records trat include niy ov;n work that cannot be duplkcated save 
from memory is stolen? along with copies of tlv * official records all already deeded to 
tha people in perpetuity by the deep deposit of them all at hood Col.ege, wlrlch assures 
access to all? * 

fust ^ not now warn ^tfuha£ it, too, can be robbed? Aniy^el’haps it ha*/ best think 

}> r U ioZ - ! ^ 

of raising money to pay someon* to wolice those who use those records ^rfliere Jbearng-this 

/iWy C**ML, W Ut^ ( 

>a nil t hnt^a - n;^Ly pnswj hffTby oneto whom favors were 

rjhtut suoervisiqn^^ ' 

J -? f i U> ttl w • f^tj &*+ p I 

hhat kind of person goes to the home of an aged. infirm and ill man, accepts 

t 

hospitality tha^Posner describes a3 "gracious", and in his case for several rhys, has 

the fffee run of tty place, as he says and is true of all others, takes all of the host's 
_ w iL'irtrtr-' a^W du t/ 4 u i>j> 

time he v?ants7~^and- c aba shim s steals from liim? ^Posner is and Summer’s are not alone in 

having had the Opportunity* But whomever it was, can such a person be trusted with 

anything? Can the word of such a person ever be accepted? Can it be assumed that a 

person capable of this served his personal interest only? 

Does the d±sappEaxa5S~3^ealin^ of the Mexico Cjty material pinpoint the thief? 

If so, from what I quote: aiove from his book, that points to /osner alone, 

. efctra space * ' 

- — ir" </ Mi^j /Wio 

In fairness to Posner, little as ha deserves any consideration /'''there was one other 
person v/itli an interest in what is related to the Douglas ^ones files and he witho^^any 
question at all did steal when ho was here. Hot ofAy is he tlie only one who had the oppor- 
tunity, in trying to lie Ids way out of it ho provided proof that he was /thU pi'Ool 

than only Jhe tliief could previa, and with that he provided a witness to it. 


SS^Lft 


Msssi Ricliard V/ay bright was ostensibly working in my files for Livingstone, Livingstone 
£, ton were and had been feuding, dacli claiming the other took credit for his work, 
all of which was tiiat c>azy theorizing that confused and misled the people and tended to 
protect errant of icialdom. my friend Roger Feinman confirmed in an excellent, small- 




* ~ •'•r--. ..••• r.-vr-- • v-. — ■ 


book length study of Lid ton’s ,.ork and work methods, Lifton is a blackmailed, lie also 
was so boastful of liis thievery, lid/Iaid out in advance of it to Sylvia lA eagher how he 
was going to 3 teal an excellent print of the Zapruder film and then he gloated to her 
how he did itil 

When Feinman published this, Lifton rushed to defend/ himslf to his claque on the 
Compuse^fe computer netwee/^. Lifton’ d defense ±£ that* lie lied to lA eagher so wliat Feinman 
published - wliat Ligton himsl^f had writfe^lr -ought not be believed 

"Don’t believe what he says tliat I said because although I did say it, I am a liar 11 
is typical Liftonian reasoning. To liim and to lii3 large fallowing tliat it an adequate 
and a proper defense, 

%known to me tlie many times Waybriglit drove over from Baltimore, each time saying 

he had come to work for Livingstone, Waybright was also working for Lifton, The story 

tbatseeuo credible, knowing both Lifton and Waybright 1 s improper if hot also illegal 

conduct, is tliat Lifton blackmailed Waybright by telling liik tliat if he did not do 

wliat Lifton wanted liim to do, he would inform a friend s he said wa3 an assistant to 

Maryland * s 

attorney general ,j!hether or not t his If in hov/ Waybright came to work for Lifton, 

that lie did lie confirmed in lie own handwriting tliat 1 have. It was also confirmed by 

Livingstone before in hjs own unique^e^ell over tho edge M his own insanities, 

Waybrigh^jahked i^he could borrow the length^inalysis I prepared of lifton* s 

bool: when it appeared and of the duplication of the records tho iA ilitary District of 

Washington provided to Lifton that f obtained from the MDW by asking it under FGIA 

for only the rocordsjlt provided to liim, i^ybright’s reason was that'- he could do all 

that seroxing at no cost in Baltimore and he would return those records when he was 
- ^ 

back again, 

Uneasy about any only-copies leaving here and not then knowing that Livingstone 
liad mado a small fortune on his first book, Hifdi Treason . I agreed, \j/hen Waybright was 
next here he told me he returned those records, I did not check, not believing it was 
necessary, and then forgot about the matter. 

Then, months later, Livingstone appeared, islced if he could copy the very records 
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lUiarry, " I said, incredulously , "Ricg borrowed those recofds and took them to 
Baltimore to copy for you without any zerozing cost* ou have them* 

*»I do not have them f ,,A %rry responded* ^"If I had them would f have driven out here 
to ftot them?" 

IJaturallyJi he v/ould not liave. 

V 

Then 


,, .. . . . - . • * ^VK'v.vv-, • MW ^*??M** 
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Y/aybrigkt liad borrovjcd to copy for him, I told Livingstone that and he said he never got 
chose copies* & sarch of tho iiles showed they were noc lie re* 

y Vfaybright denied to Livingstone and to me tnat he had stolen those records. Whether 
of not Livingstone wanted to know wiiy he liad corae for them for liim and did foot give 
them to liim I do not know* ^ do know tliat Livingstone %, up with much from W ^bright 
because Waybright did many tilings for him he could not get done any other way. One was 
to make illegal use of the policl computer system to violate tlie privacy of a number of 

lUll ftp. VJtidr r.^y 

people and to locate pooploTsr^lHngstoil^ Mother Sps to go to Dallas with and for 

•t 

Livingstone and use liis police credentials there to investigate for ^vingstone * 

Tho Baltimore police internal-affairs was aware of tfj^nisues of the computer 

network by February^ 1993# because it then aslco^oi' my knowledge of it. Ilore than a 
half-year later it had done nothing to Waybright and another Baltimore policeman who aUv 
moonlighted for hivinsgto^n* and it h d done nothing at all about iivingstone who paid 
those policemen for urongtl and illegal work, work proscribed under the regulations. It 
even did notliing- when it was given a letter of complaint" Livingstone wgfte a hospital- 

on Baltimore police stationery! omJ* IaJL^ g/I 

LivingstoneAs many ofienses include representing liimslf as working withand for / 

tlic Baltimore police. It and I liavc Ids records in which he say£, "1^1 Mi_the law" and 

'"/hat ho represent^ the Baltimore police. (lly belief i3 tliat in s eeieLng to avoid a 

oublie scandal iJ'lay^ the foundation for\/ even greater scandal "o^^abdicati on 
(kAj :Jt had 

of any rcnponsibilitylTliSn^proof of illegalities and of violation of «a own regu- 
lations and failed to do anything about it*) 

\ 

V/hon I ccmplaintd to a friend of Way right's that he had robbed me and asked tliat 
h brigli# Waybright to’ meet with my wide and me when I had to be at The ijolins Hopkins 
Hispital for a consulatation, they joined us there for lunch. 

Waybright continue'' to inists that he liad returnee/ everything, u e eve\rew a 
cliart on a napldn of where lie had reiilSTTf; The place ho indicated is where he knew 
it did not belong and would never bo found in any search for it. I said notliing about 
tlia J ^ihon the friend said he would come ovj/n a day ofi' and 3ave me tho trip raoaixihHEse 
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to and. fro. 1 the collar and into a search of the* lowest file rawer, so:*cthincr"± ^slrnot 
J *r do ou duuTors T ~ o5*de: -s • 

u o did come, lie did aeTsearcli and lie did rrtriewe and show me wliat he^trieved. 

Mi utterly unrelated records he had found oi^roTT^w^olopes of HOT records, that 
those on its part in JFK's funeral. There was a second such envelope, of the HDVJ's 
T ^S^tiro^^/before Air Force 1 landodaSl^ISo&i the autopsy, aiHi tliat is the 
one that h Id tlio relevant inf O'Jiiation, the ono r ilatihs to what Lif ton's book holds. 

*-Th*i still missing and nobody other tliam ’Jaybrig^t ever liad it. That he had 

it in without question. So also it is it beyond question that he did not return it. 

MbvJ J2X 

Tho :(frecords and my only copy of the j P' analysis I te*d made < ox Lif ton' s totally 
impossible theory of body-snatching that made him rich and famous were stolen and they 
remain stolen. 

Lif ton more than anyone else wants those (proofs of his perpetrating a fraud in 
his book. U/ay^right did steal them. He did not give them to Hvingstone. Livingstone 
told another who told me that he believes VJaybright stole them for Lifton. And aside from 
all the reports I've received of it VJaybright vorkLng for Lifton, I haee his own account 
of some of tliat work, speii^ially fox’ Lifton, in his own handwriting. 

Uhat I had relating to the Jones Printing Company that wa3 of interest to Lifton 
is wliat I learned about the possibility of Lifton' s'&ien^'hornley ' s involvement. H/ 

the course of investigating Thornley I - 

aprie > of hi n handwritten letters iiTw^luh"- hear hn.uj' Uerald. Posne^- he boaijfc about 

his own acts of violence in New Orleans « . 

v - 4 ^^ 

They, too, I not longer have and all VJaybright had to do to locate themjfvTas check 

T. . V S> 

tlio files under T^omsyls name. 

I have no reason to beliove tliat Lif torTtocToir Hvingstone had any interest at all 
in the o .her records tliat have bee ^stolen. Livings tonqjJSfe fas limited to Lifton^wd 
Lifton '*3 -was interest (in my records on him and perhaps in my missing J *homley records* 

• Aside from their interests in what was stolon from me, Posner, Livingstone and 

Lifton liave tliis in commons they all criticize all others working in the field to 

which o. ch claims pro-eminence for a variety of r eal and imagined ofienses, with me the 

# 
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latter only! Each lias a record of using the work of others as their own in their books. 
Each writes as though deprecating others somehow elevates himself. 

Ilonc reflects the hiblical morality 0: ^throwing stones «*Iy if one is without sin. 
a d&cj ^"reflects the common-sense wisdom of not throwing stones form a glass house, 
ilnd non wrote trutlifully and accurately about events in Hew Orleans, to which we 
nor return. 




